Huie deposition 9/20/74 



IIW 11/25/74 



F.5, linos 13-4 With Klanaiaan appearing 11/20/74, of iiis book3 "Two others are in tho 
process of being mde into films." 

5s 22-3 "But none of iay nonfiction books ha3 ever been profitable." hut of his output 
(5s 1l) only "Kix. novels. Others have been non-f lotion. " /aid, 6 s 1 1— 3s" Bo my 
novels are the ones that have made the ^oney that lias enablen me to live well 
since 1940." 

8:16—3 "So you go into it [ non-fiction J for other reasons than to make money. You §0 



[/*) 



into it because you think it ought to be written and 



to bo published. ” 



9*9ff 

12:13 



Was editor ox - American i'tercury when Larry Lpivaok owned. I.e, not really "liberal." 

"Therefore lay from beginning to end in tho discussion with mu understood that 
whatever he had had to be protected with a lawyer’s lien. And that was true of both 
hr. Hanes, and Mr. Foreman." 

It was not true of the initial Uanes-Ray agreements. 

It does not mean that the laiyor i3 the only one who con control any Ray 
money. 

It ia not true of Foreman, because there was no provision with Foreman for it ay to 
get a single penny. He didn’t 

It presumes Hay’s guilt from, the cutset. Otherwise, na such need. 

Moreover, despite his and other misrepresentations, “uio never had any 
"discussion" with Ray. '£$X. 'H [U & 

16: 21-4: Ho Till's admitted murderers :" I ^|rsrie the same deal -ith them essentially 

that I later made with Janes Karl Ray and for tho same purpose ( Spelling) J-a-a-i-e 
W-h-i-t-t-e-n. handy, to establish the truth." 

In this he says he decided in advance that Ray was the murdered and 
ho was buying a confession with details that he defines as "the truth." 

Much of BlairSs book cribbed. 

one of a thousand people in America aver buy a book."’ 



18:20 
19:22-3 
20 



"Onl^-about 

lbs begins by saying that there is no purpose in buying a book after a guilty plea 
but follows with: "The book I then had to write, because I had to tell people 
what happened, I liud to go ahead. Iwoulci have loved to walk away when the trial 
was over." 

There was no trial. 

There was nothing to keep him from .Juatwalking away and Dell wanted it that way. 
Ha did not know "what happened." So it is not "what happened" that "1 had to 
tell people." 

what coulu he tell people at this stage except what was already well known, 
the official story since he had no details of the crime from Ray? 

Why then did he liave to break his back and bank account to repeat officialese? 

22:15-6: "Well, I knew or I felt that I knew by November 15th that there was no one 

but Ray." (i.§, 196,3) 

23: 14ff If ho shoved about 40 other writers everything "Except the tilings £hat Ray 
was writing se," what did he have to show anyone that meant anything about the 
crime itself even if Ray were involved? What was he showing that had any real 
value? Yet he says, same graf,"I didn't have ary secrets or anything of that sort." 
If ho kept secrets from others he did nht give them "everything." If he didn't have 
"secrets" he had nothing to give. What this really means is that for some reason 
not apparent he was engaged in a massive propaganda campaign, to convince every 

other writer to think, write as he did, would. Nothing could be raox’o extraordinary 
or unlikely without some purpose. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 




24s top the sane insane assumption, that because ll ay hadn t been paid for the killing he 
had to be guilty anyway and "how did anyone persuade bin to kill Dr. King if he 
waan t paid?" Huie lias no evidence ofl lioy as killer, assuaeu it iron the first, 
says so, dinds it unreasonable withput a motive, so ho invents a non— existing motive. 
I sj'tsau of , indication of Kay’s innoaenoe it bocaae "the first indication to no that 
there hadn ; been anybody' other than Ray. "(l 5-6) 

25 alsoing 



26:4—5 If Hanes "was going to defend Janes Early [sicj Ray, ho had to have some money 
somewhere . So X was interested," 

27»10ff. v'j) n Haa33 caao basic with sene sort of documents. ... and which t cicJ he and 

Ray foresaw a deal with as to raise no noy for his dofonae." on all counts false. 

28-29 What nukes «11 this sore ridiculous is that the Kay deal followed being sued for 
9 laL l . tio n by those with ..lion In? had contracts for portrayal righto in Throe Mves . 
(i'loro . .nd sore a uie becomes in Kay a plot in search of a solution. H is utterly 
and completely irrational on the basis of any tiling known to date.) 

29:24—5 "Even where I w ■.:» getting 10Q4 I never no.de any money ona a non-fiction story." 
And only sijt' of his books are fiction? Why do non£fiction then? And get sued? 

30 Tha ridiculousness continued with liio claim "I went into it IxU a dcliborato 

effort to spend noney." And talks about publishing only b^t no ancillary rights. 

30:14ff "So it is obvi.ous, I believe to any knowledgeable person, that I did not go 
into the Ray story to cam any noney. I went into it to pay for bis defense." 

But he also presumed and repeats and repeats lie presumed Ray guilty. He decided 
to lose money, risk large suits to defend a nan he precursor! guilty who was about 
to be tried in public? Rule’s oxplanaiioni 1 7 — 8 ) "in return for which he contracted 
to help iac establish the entire truth in the case. " In context this car. scan only 
that craayj^uie actually believes Ray contracted a confession with details. 

30: 23-5 "And I shouldn’t have proceeded any farthur but Judge Battle would not allow me 
to see jt ay." all bad vibes, all failures, so ay why did he not just "walk out?" 

31:6ff Again the irrational assumption of Ray’s guilt prior to any -uiowledge or investi- 
gation sines ho rsado the deal with i hmsa iiinedintoly: "I wanted Ray and Ms brothers 
to get the noney , green money, obscene green money, in their hands... I wanted 
then to have it in their hands because I was trying to but something fros then." 

Without Kay’s guilt, presumed by Huie before he tried to 'buy, which was is— 
aediate, what was there to buy fron my Hay? And how does his money become obscene 
in a Ray hand but not his own? He repeats the word later. 

32,botton When Jercy wont to Huntsville as Rule’s guest, "we taikeu about four or five 
hours." About what? 4 C rry didn't iiavo that much to say. What way Huie up to. A 'h±s 
surely was not social. But 33*3-5, they did discuss the conteacc.Iiuio enntions 
nothing else, which is precisely what bony has always clained. 



33:19 Before the signing of the contract "be had a verbal understEinding that I was going 
to write a book." lie follows this by saying he signed the contract after the 
gHMtysplmjysEhilnckssxsaisxiiElziHgx^isi firing of Hanes ("Moveaber 20") and "It had been 
understood tiint I was tc write a book and th.e e [.sicj publishers had vigorously 
opposed ay being involved in the Kay case. But since I was, they were going to 
publish it, since they are ray publishers/^ '•Phis is a new aspect of publishing 
in which publishers blindly a£pree to publish what they "vigorously opposed.” 

Aside from the noted plural of publishers, Jhte.c ore being but ona, this 
again says tliat Huie alone was determined and Huie alone wanted to be involved. 

in tiiiC Ray case. 

If this explains the final added provision of the contract, not a penny 
for Kay’s defense (couparo with above, that Huio’ont into only to pay for Ray's 
defense), it explains not enough, not why huie and Doiacorto both went ahead. 




More so when the Hollywood gent opposed this "bitterly. "( 1 0) 

35»15ff Ho Hell contract "until November 20" again. We know this but why is Haile liarping 
on it aside frou the fact that lie he know wo might learn it? If can t be to prove 
fruio is nuts. 

35s24fi Jerry did go to sen hin 1l/l, again confirming Jerry. 

36:4ff < 3erry "was talking about the trial. He hail no idea that Hanes was to 

bo dismissed. 1 know because ho had bean talking to rse about pruparing for the 
trial lie was quit, disappointed when I told kirn I wouldn't be there." 

Aside from coafrining Jerry again what kind of book was Jerry to presume Huie 
would write when he refused to be at the trial itself? and what could berry discuss 
with huie "about preparing for the trial" when ^uie was nor part of preparing? 

Huie admits (l7-8) "1 remember ha thought that very strange." jfhen Huie was putting 
up money for first-person stuff wliat else? 

36:22—3 "He had copies with lout. u e had copies sets of tiie arrangements with * i ane:j"j_ eicj 
These arrangements were all with ^kiie. Jerry hah no other copies-ever. But for 
what purpose -would he have gone to huie with "copies of the arrangements with 
Hanes" other than as Jerry says? 

37:23 Even ftiie describes wliat ^anes did as "Ills money manipulations." 

38: r i’op. Huie says tlxat when Iianes phoned to report being fired ”1 was in Hew York." 

When he was supposed to be writing a book he apixu-ently hadn t started and the 
last 100K rights were to tlio use of up to 25,000 words, for friiat purpose was 

Hale not at the trial he was to be writing about and in Hew York, where without 

a trial, frou his allegation, ho had no viable literary property? The most apparent 
explanation is that ho anticipated the firing of Hanes and the delay in the trial 
because ho did have contracts on which to perform. He had to be in Hew York making 
new arrangements. 

38:14 ff "...we were carrying water for the theory that sooebody else was involved." This 
includes Hanes, "It was very important to his defense." This amounts to Huio’s 
saying that u anes was going to say Bay was a conspirator hence guilty of murder one. 
Ho continues this with emphasis onto 33‘A "Mr. Hones told me repeatedly and ho 
repeated it to Hr. Harding" of Look. 9s“Hr Hanes sfa Id gentlemen. . . .2nd it was on 
Mr. Hanes' assurance to all of us that we took the risk of starting or Implying 
with headlines or elsewhere tlx .t someone other than Bay was involved iu the decision 
to murder hr. I 1ng.'' In contort, including what Look and Huie said.* this still 
amounts to Kay an guilty of murder one, Jerry's fear, to meet the Look-Huie need. 



40:?ff on "advance" as returnable &pa "a professional author." Teamin’ a testimony is 
10C$ opposed to tills in liis tuatinony on * rank’s advances. 

Here Haile without no indicating goes into the amended contract ("after Larch 15'*)* 
I believe. 

(Note: clieck discovery to sec if Hide repaid wliat the bode didn't ©am. Ho swears 
to it here.) 



42:12ff: "So the day that I walked in and told Mrs. Myer tsicj, that there was nobody 

but Bay, she didn't even want to publish the hook.*AS& his "adbenoe was down to 
only the eccaot anoint of his initial payment to Hanes, $10,000. 

42:10 "She said, don't write the book. I said, well, I have to write the book. I have 

to write the book because I’Ve got to corrects: all these things." Why was not LOOK 
sax table if this wore his purpose? That is where ho published "these tilings" and 
he had the final article to "correct" in. 



46 



Top. His 






:3x publishers" publised at ay roquet 



"01 iCV C.n.Cu i 



43 bottom. Sails leads him into wliat any reporter knows is false, saying that the taking 
of notes whore recollection and accuracy is important "is inhibiting. " Haile gets 
to what ho in r ally after 49*14-4, "You didn’t Bake notes when you talked to Percy 
Foreman?" tfhat saf£.'r way to have direct quotes long thereafter! And by 50, top, 
all Huie quoted from all lawyers was "all from memory. " 




50s6ff The "correction" theory! to explain insistence on proceeding with the book is 

destroyed by the description bore of the 3rd Look piece, which provided and Huie 
used the oppo&rtunity. 

%s insistence on proceeding seem psychopathic, it is not ever rationally explained. 

50:13-21 He wrote the Foroviau and Hanes articles baaed on "their feelings", memos "and 
th. t sort of things" 

poSOff Huie spends tliree pages not answering Haile’s question "when those [first two 

Look Urtielea were actually completed?” Book says "sonetiue around or before the 
middle of (October, 1368." 

Huie "started writing [first] almost immediately after 1 made the first trip to 
Chicago." This again bears on presumption of guilt in conspiracy,. But is it Hay 
‘iwho i:3 f an ta§ i sing" ( 53 • 24 j And he did Ray a great favor in pleading him guilty 
ill public because "I humanized Hay. Hay became a hunan being in the two articles 
I wroto. "(53*14-5) And, "So Hay became a rather likeable kook. .."(54*9) 

55J2ff: "I wasn’t lerribly concerned about the fact that I was publishing some of Ray's 

fantasies. .. since my aim was to find out what happened before the murder and who 
was involved in the Murder." 

In reverse order this is to say his aim was to prove Ray guilty, he was interested 
in the irrelevant and for these reasons was not concerned about publishing lies. 

55*7-0 "Ray was well pleased.” is is why ho -wrote Battle protesting and saying it 
made hira guilty without trial? 

55:10-1 Hanes "Thought that the Look pieces 'were excellent." Tills if true says that 
prior counsel thought pleading Ray guilty without even trial was "excellent." 

55:21 ff; In the book what is represented as the actual letter he wrote Say, to Haile's 

knowledges, "say be edited a little" and in Huie's words "raay be edited or something 
of that sort. " If his direct quotes are not dependable, what can be or is? 

5iis3ffs "I helped Hay and damaged myself in doing so. I did exactly what I told Mia 
I would do. [This hinges on huie's original belief before he could know anything 
that Ray was guilty therefore "truth" is proving Kay guilty whether or not he 
was, or "I did exactly what I told him X would."] His attorneys approved whatever 
I did. ...I never published anything Ray didn't like. "(Refer to Battle letter) 

58:8ff. He says Ray was "both suing him and "was very friendly to me" simultaneously. 

53:22ff Jerry did not italic about the guilty pica in the period just before James 

Bari Hay was to plead guilty." The form of this affirmatively-answered question 
leaves it vague on time, but it does mean that it is possible that Jerry didn't 
talk to Huie about it because he felt it would do no good or even that he held 
Huie responsible, 

59- 60 His non— anser to Huile's question, what effect would JlnutjLs testimony have had on 

literary values again expresses Ms false conviction that only Ray's guilt at; part 
of a conspiracy had literary value and that Baking it all public would have had 
no effect on literary value. Examples, "The book was dead as far as doing auhe. 

Once there is nobody but Ray." Contrast with bcst&sellors like Boston dtrangler . 

But if this was true, it was no less true when he began and made this enormous 
investment in cash, time anti, reputation. He then adds: 

" 00 . but Ms taking the stand wouldn’t have effected the sale of anybody's 
book because that kills the — " And here he stops and switches because it also is 
false as TeiaMn proved, by ending exclusivity. Or Haile's witne. sea prove Haile's 
witnesses swear falsely. However, literary successes of first- .erson accounts are 
common, regardless of guilt or innocence, as long m: they arc either exclusive or 
are well-done retellings of the public that lias been forgotten or put together in 
an interesting fashion. Both ways a Uio lies, which again addresses Ms Bidden 
motive in the entire bizarre arrangoBent— representation of arrangement. 

60- 1 Begin Foreman part. 

61:10-1: "spsuit raoat of the day" he believes was November 27 with Foreaan at Love Field. 




With the v;.ilue Foreman places on his tine t()is is odd. That ranch time was not 
required to cork out a tentative or full literary deal or to figure out ho*; to get 
Hanes out of his part of tie contract, the only money available to Foreman. Then 
for what purpose did they moot so long? 

However, this was fol’owod by two things that night relate* the drafting of 
the amendatory agreement that?; got Hanes out, initialled by what can be Huie's 
agent's lawyer Jay Stein's initials (JJS on contract); and Foreman's barely ever 
seeing day. ^See tabulation of his visits.) 

61-62: January 24 he and Foreman spent four hours at Huntsville airport when Foreman 

flew there "To try to get no to put up more ncncy. . .for the leg work... to hire a 
lawyer in Memphis to do the log work." Bvon tho^h^ "Mr. Foreman is reputed to be 
a very wealthy men" Huie says "ho crass tc Huntsville for no other purpose than 
to ask no to put up none more aonoy so 5ic could hire somebody." -Regardless of the 
fact that Foreman never hired anybody with this money (question of fraud?) why 
should Huie financs a uultiaillionaire for nothing? He says l bottom 62, top 65,) 
that he owed no raoney to anyone under the contracts. 

65*18 He and hook had decided "the first two pieces are warm-up pieces. We've got is 

all the thunder in the third piece. Then we're going to tell the truth, tell what 
happened. " 

This again can sewn only that Huie and ' J ook decided without any basis tliat 
Hay was guilty, which is what the two "warm— up" pieces actually do say, and they 
were going to "thunder" ^ay, "tell the truth, tell what happened," which can moan 
only an expected Hay confession of guilt, in this "thunder," the third piece. As 
he repeals (line 24), "The big one is coining up." 

This permits no possibility of a y thing other than Hay's guilt or that Huie was 
paying for anything other than Kay's guilt, whether through llanos or Foreman and 
despite ills opening statement in this deposition that his purpose in deliberately 
throwing money away was to "defend" Ray. 

Foreman didn’t alk afc^ut a guilty plea l/24. "If he wanted a guilty plea, he 
wouldn't want to spend money for people running around to get evidence." 

Si the r way this ha hurts ^aile and Huie and Foreman. Forersan /mover did spend 
any koney on other people's work. And immediately after this Foreman a) let Huie 
go before the grand jury and b) got Hay to agree to negotiation for a guilty plea. 

6$j*22 "I gave him this chock in the Peabody Hotel on the 29th." That is the day the 
agreement getting Hanes out was signed and Huie gave Foreman the first S5,000. 

65*1 Second $5,000 February 18. "under the assumption there would be a trial. "(line 4) 
Ambivalent account of knowing of guilty plea follows, "surprise to me" that he 
3ays it was, he forgot how and when he isssamsis. learned but "I knew that one 
wash being considered before Mr. Foreman ever told no." and Foreman told him 
"just a few days before the guilty plea was entered." 

Tills moans he know, but not from Foreman, before Hay signed the deal. From whom? 

If Foreman didn't tell him, how could he have known? Only from the other side, 
not Hay's "defense." Kven i| ho a&$ributca it to public knowledge, the only two 
original sources are prosecution and defense. 

66: Here ho says -*ay would have gotten death from his "previous experience" in which 

"Ku Klux Klansaen whom I've associated with before, most of then are law-abiding 
citiaenso And some of the worst clan [3icJ atrocities hJ6o been coussitted by men 
who have never gotten a parking ticket and they were chucha uen" who "usua/lly 
would res..nt a nan like Janos Bari Hay. Hay being an habitual criminal, an outaider. 

I know non who belong to the Ku Klux Kian who would have g-.iven Hay the death sentence. 
...even though they night have been glad Dr. King was killed... 

67, top "I knew thorn wore people, business people and others [in Memphis] who knew that 
a trial, a Hay trial, would exacerbate racial animosities fee re." 

67*11-2 "...if you can a oid a trial by accepting a plea, it saves a lot of public xs?fxx 

expense if nothing else." How about justice, guilt or innocence, do assumes guilt again. 




67*18-21 i "Well, X know that there wore people who wanted co avoid a trial. After all, 
*%jSjphia hau a great deal of racial trouble." Haile here says, "net's take a break 
hero." bo better point. 

juiis repe .ion o- the kaupniu need 1 or avoiding a trial by Huio strongly suggests 
tint the source of Foreman's uoney could have been Keuphis choater-of-coif-erco or 
racist types. 

63-top Wasn’t back in Memphis until the day limes was out and Foreman paid b5,000. 

nniho knew he’d picked up under Battle’s erder if and when ho was in Meaphis. 

o9*15fx* Ht; uc'5 Situ -'Canale and Dwyer in early February." Iho caao to his ^Vermont 



70 

71 

72 

h'oto , 



Forotmn had them in 



why ho did .mowing the inevitable wouia happen, that he'd be boxed in. I do 
if ho planned., if necessary, to use this as an extra neons of leaning on 



i*oou to serve hii* with a grand jury subpoena. 

But Huio didn* t give then what .Ray wrote, ho 'v yo , 

Ills possession. " 

Foreman's safe was so h.uvy "They had to bo concerned whether the floor was 
tfpbng enough or something. ..It would have dnfiou the State of Tennessee to 
have gotten in there." Fororaan also had file eabinot. Private iihe not through 
switchboard as m«U as one through it. 

Repeats he'd not have given Foreman that 810,000 if he knew there ,.ould be a plea. 

111 Msksasey Foreman wus still giving Huio "the things that Ray had ..ritten to me." 

back to 69 : This means that Fojkmibu knew in advance that %o would bo called before 
the grand jury and rather than preventing it prevented what could aore directly 
be held agonist Foreman, letting any of the writings he handled from hay get into 
prosecution hands. That he took this precaution bora on his knowledge of the 
consequences.^ In a souse it can be alleged that this indicates Foreman set up 
the situation tlias made his being boxed in. by Canals inevitable. I can£t help hut 

wonder ■ ’ * " ■ * 

wonde: 

Ray should that need nave developed, to be able to tell Ray that it was all ltuie '3 
xaulu, that stupid, bastard, for letting Canale latch onto him and that Huie load had 
no c noice but. .o n.-. Having tuikou, -R.y wan done; it. Hotter cop the plea. 

v: non wiie n testifying tliai; ^ay wrote " nose thing about (jetting rid of M; 
tjia. no got rad ol -*i*. jiiies," ^uie also says maybe "Jerry told ise." r ov; 

nobody had tu tell ^ui« what was in tine papers. What was not in the papers would 
oo what they would want to tell Huie 0 Whether or not Huio Miss nsissooko only in 
"getting rid of Hr. Fore:. ran" which Is what Ray did, %ile tokos it* on Hanes only 
ana then with leading questions Units it to why Hauc-s was fii-ed "But nothing 
other than that?" t.line c) 

Doalay Plana pictures. He believes he xilSxst Fororaan and showed them at Pell. 

He knew before he saw stipulations everything in them and there are no rain takes/ 
in Beasley's statement 

78 Bottom, top 69, Railed asks, "What was hay’s story of how Martin Luther King was killed? 
Be admitted he was there, didn’t he, right froa the beginning" Hide's answer is, 
"fes, ss±x First Fro* tee begiu 2 iing"and then he switches to iian.es "told me he was 
almost rural u to listen to kny because lie was airaid Ray wao going to indicate a 
lot of people, you know, and hr. Hanes wan going to have knowledge that was frighten— 
when Ray told his." 

Hone of tide it- kao sense . Ray did not adudt oeing at tins 3 ce.n 0 of the crime in 
.nio sonao even to Rule i . see odne 18J. Anu with the asvu-.ption of conspiracy, why 
sijpuld taore be any concern, most of all by a lawyer, in learning that there had 
boon :i conspiracy or who was iraffslvod? Hop. a fomor FBI nan. vould Hones not in 

fiiCw have' pressed i or this iinoreation, were there a conspiracy, to know who might 
d« a vo. .ness against Ido client or what evidence night omrgo?' 
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Euie says" that Hay insisted, that he van sitting in the car when the shot was fired." 

hn interesting po int if true (lines'! Iff) that "Kay lad insisted to hr. Hanes and 
to no that after he bought the rifle in Birrau^ma he did not go back; to Atlanta." 

I see no iponial raison for Huie to Ho about it or to make a ooint of it u..Jes«. 

,T Was dE!3parate for fiudiK a uone thing he coiad call a He and attribute it - co W. 
a^-ercr, it also seeas iaposjiblo that when the finding of the car in Atlanta was 
puoiic, -vjy wouxu have nad less reason for saying he waaa t there, tliat lie had 
every reason for being able to say he was in tlwi car and bo able to or^ve ->'t w»*w 
tluni at the scene of the crime . 

" i4r ^ J! ’ orur4aa uot tll(! of lsan would ever walk up to James Earl flay and 
any, now, tell tae what happened at the murder. Because Mr. Foreran es-jurse" hie 
guilt." 

If huie , was swears he was determined to throw money away to defend Kay is 
••satisfied with Foreman's assumption of Kay’s guilt it is consistent v.ich Huic’s 
assumption of Kay’s guilt but makes Ms swearing that he paid Foreran only for 
an investigation, meaning to establish tiiat Kay was not guilty, •oerjurious. 

"I don't think hr. Foreran asked him if he killed Ur. king." 

Followed by wore details on Fortran always assuming all oli.anta guilty. 

Strange business of Stoner being a lawyer for the Xu Llux Jdan, in the snae of 
6ow baa tils is but not bad for what is uot nentionedV that Pane s bandlid the 
defenses in some of tin uore atrocious Xian murders. "Stoner is a racist", (?a) 



_ w •-* wa. ^ MU. 1'iwris* ■-> bUii'ij 

which is bait but Kanos turned the dogs and firehoses on blacks, not bad. 
^reprenen^tioa of -toner's role, attributed to continues. 

S8»>-11! ...Andrew Young, who had been a close friend -f Erne r,i „» • 

th! fine,,* ,f ah the disciples of a*. IHhLu" “ 0pilaoa 
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?o 0 t“I^ Ve 7 ” d- ocribed both an all 

^ -.b'uers, i-jjich can z be all* 

'J'.s Bu ox' ,*,■» ••}', xy** 'Tf . a. . . . , 

, tr , ^ *-> * -*■* ax.iost lifiposalbJo - nr ••• • s* io- lV e n. 0 , t 

■^ut, X iCoep people v/lth or »hr* u '! *“ v0 * aVC toex^e> 

when re iu abso’utely nereV--, „ . ? <llotte whwl h ^' ^ But "only 

- - avt ~k/ ntcee. ury am u away from there at ni •••»>•*• •* 

( ouxon t have been as true at heiaphj.a?) ' k> * 
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